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GENERAL  SOCIAL  AND  SO 
OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  ! 
IN  THE  I960  CENSUS  - 


Income  Level  1950  and  i960 

The  i960  Census  of  Population  Advance  Report  on  Social  and  economic 
Characteristics  for  the  six-county  San  Francis co-Jaklanci  Stand 
Statistical  Area  revealed  that  the  rank  of  median  income  families  in  San  Fran- 
cisco  (£6,717)  fell  from  third  to  fifth  position  among  the  six  counties, 
wnong  the  29  cities  with  a  population  in  1959  of  10,000  or  more  persona  Ln  I 
metropolitan  area,  the  rank  or  median  income  families  in  San  Fran 
from  the  fifteenth  to  the  twenty-third  position.    The  City  of  Oakland  (4.6, 303) 
likewise  found  its  median  income  families  on  the  lower  rungs  of  the  income 
ladder,  falling  from  seventeenth  position  in  L9**9  to  twenty-seventh  posi'  I 
in  1959. 

The  apparent  lesser  affluence  of  families  in  San  Francisco  and  Oakland 
as  compared  to  some  of  the  other  cities  in  the  area  underscores  the  wider  range 
of  social  and  economic  groups  which  are  found  in  the  central  cities,  as  opposed 
to  a  greater  degree  of  nomogeniety  or  sameness  of  the  social  and  economic 
groups  that  may  be  found  in  many  of  the  outlying  communities. 

Number  of  San  Franciscans  Employed,   1950  and  i960 

The  total  of  employed  residents  of  San  Francisco  was  almost  identical 
in  1950  and  in  i960.    The  total  civilian  labor  force,  including  those  unemployed 
but  considered  a  part  of  the  labor  force,  declined  by  some  5t57j>  per3ons,  or 
1.5  percent.    This  stability  in  the  number  of  employed  residents  in  195^  and 
i960  is  noteworthy  in  view  of  San  Francisco's  population  decrease  by  35  in 
this  same  period,     (Information  from  State  employment  records 

total  employment  in  San  Francisco,  including  employed  persons  who  are  residents 
of  other  counties,  increased  from  1950  to  i960). 

Educational  Status 

The  percent  of  the  total  number  of  persons  with  a  hi   - 

education  is  increasing  in  San  Francisco.    V.'hile  there  were  ^,678  fewer  persons 
in  the  age  group  25  years  old  and  over,  there  was  a  Zjk  percent  increase  i.. 
the  number  who  have  completed  one  to  three  years  of  college  and  a  2.3  percent 
increase  in  the  number  who  have  completed  four  or  more  j/ears.    rX  the  snne  time 
there  was  a  comparable  decrease  in  the  percentage  of  those  who  have  completed 
only  one  to  three  and  one  to  four  years  of  nigh  School. 

Families  in  Same  Residence  Since  1955 

In  i960  the  residence  of  k2  percent  of  San  Franciscans  of  five  . 
of  age  and  older  remained  unchanged  since  1955*     Fhir  - 

moved  to  San  Francisco  from  other  parts  of  the  six-county  metropolitan  area  and 
the  remaining  21  percent  had  moved  into  this  city  from  places  outside  the 
metropolitan  area. 
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Employment  Location  in  the  Six-County  Area,  i960 

Of  the  over  one  million  people  taking  a  daily  journey  to  work  in  i960 
in  the  six-county  Bay  Area  (San  Francisco,  >J.ameda,  Contra  Costa,  Marin,  San 
Mateo  and  Solano  Counties),  over  two  hundred  thousand  cross-i.1  a 
their  daily  commute  -  about  20  percent.    More  than  half  of  these  (106,000)  com- 
muted into  San  Francisco  from  the  other  five  counties,  and  about  22,000  Jan  Fran- 
ciscans  made  daily  journeys  to  work  outside  the  City. 

Thus,  San  Francisco  has  a  probable  daily  net  "in-commute"  of  at  least 
84,330,  while  four  of  the  counties  have  a  probable  daily  net  "out-commuto"'  varying 
from  58,95-8  for  San  Mateo  County  to  4,436  for  Solano  County.    Alameda  County  has 
almost  a  net  balance  between  in- commuters  and  out-commuters.    Not  included  in 
these  computations  are  the  thousands  of  commuters  into  the  six-county 
Santa  Clara  County,  Napa  County,  Sonoma  County,  and  several  oth 
outside  the  SM3A. 

Of  San  Mateo  County's  employed  residents,  44  percent  work  ir. 
counties  and  33  percent  work  in  San  Francisco,  amounting  to  55»0O0  persons* 
Alameda  County  sends  23,000  commuters  to  San  Francisco,  although  this  is 
7  percent  of  its  total  employed  residents.    Of  Marin  County's  amployed  res  Id 
one-third  work  in  San  Francisco  (about  18,000  persons)  and  39  percent  of  their 
employed  residents  work  outside  Marin  County. 

Only  7  percent  of  San  Francisco's  employed  residents  (or  just  under 
22,000)  work  outside  the  City,  about  half  of  them  in  San  Met  so  .„  ..v.  . 
thousand  San  Francisco  residents  work  outside  the  six-county  area. 

Means  of  Transportation  in  the  Daily  Journey  to  Work,  i960 

In  the  six-county  area,  private  autos  carried  two-thirds  of  the  people 
to  work  (67»1  percent).     Public  transportation  (trains,  street  cars  and  busses) 
accounted  for  a  little  less  than  one-fifth  (1S.3  percent),    ."he  remainder  ose  I 
other  means,  or  walked  to  work,  or  worked  at  home. 

IhiSan  Francisco,  however,  almost  as  many  people  used  cusses  and  street 
cars  (39-6  percent)  as  used  private  autos  (42.2  percent). 

In  outer  suburban  areas,  proportions  using  public  transportation  became 
very  small  Indeed. 

A  comparison  of  numbers  of  persons  transported  by  public  tr  nsportation, 
however,  would  indicate  that  higher  percentages  were  involved  in  inter-county 
movements  (although  these  were  not  segregated  in  preliminary  computations  made 
available  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census). 

Approximately  8  percent  of  all  employed  residents  of  the  six-county  area 
walked  to  work  (the  highest  px-oportion  was  in  San  Francisco  -  almost  12  percent), 
and  4.5  percent  did  not  travel  at  all,  but  worked  at  home.    >.oout  2  percent  used 
"other  means"  (not  defined,  but  presumed  to  include  taxicabs ,  trucks,  bicycles, 
scooters,  or  even  power  cruisers  on  the  Bayi). 


San  Francisco-Oakland 
Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  area* 


Employment  Status  and  Occupation  of  Persons       ~  1  -     r.J     v  r 


I960 

I960 

1950 

SMSA* 



Civilian  Labor  Force 

1,142,306 

353.487 

359.060 

Unemployed 

66,304 

22,331 

28.4U4 

Percent  Unemployed 

6.3£ 

7.9* 

Occupation  of  Total  Employed 

1,076,002 

331,156 

330,616 

Profess 'lj  Techn'l  Kindred  Workers 

14  l^ 

12. 2$ 

10,95^ 

Mgrs.  Offs.  Proprfs,  incl.  Farm 

10.0 

8.7 

11.3 

Clerical  and  Kindred  Workers 

Q 

*J » 7 

22.0 

Sales  Workers 

8.2 

7.6 

9.2 

Craftsmen,  Foremen,  Kindred  Workers 

13.3 

9.9 

12.4 

Operatives,  Kindred  Workers 

12.6 

11.5 

13.4 

Private  Household  Workers 

2.3 

2.1 

2.1 

Service  Wkrs. ,  excl.  Priv.  Hshlds. 

9.1 

11.9 

12.1 

Laborers,  Except  mine 

5.0 

4.4 

5.* 

Not  Reported 

6.2 

7.8 

1.2 

Total  Employed 

10c. o£ 

100.0J6 

100.0£ 

Private  Wage  and  Salary  Workers 

73. 3£ 

76.  Of, 

76.2 

Government  Workers 

16.5 

14.7 

13.2 

Self -Employed  'workers 

9.1 

8,8 

10.4 

Unpaid  Family  Workers 

.6 

.5 

.2 

Source:     U.S.  Bureau  of  Census,  I9b0 
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oM  FRANCIS  CO-OAKLAND 
Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  ^.rea* 


Years  of  School  Completed  Persons  Age  25 


I960 

i960 

1950 

Extent  of  Education 

SMSA* 

.  . 

J .  :•  . 

Persons  25  yrs.  + 

1 ,o3o,oo/ 

491.732 

538,380 

Less  than  8  yrs. 

2?.0p 

31. 0,. 

34. 6> 

H.3.  1  to  3  yrs. 

18.8 

18.O 

16.8 

ri.  D.  He 

Oft  0 

27.0 

College  1  to  3  " 

13.3 

i2.y 

10.5 

College  4+  " 

12.0 

8.7 

100.0;, 

100.0;, 

lOO.o; 

Median  Yrs .  Completed 

12 . 1 

12.0 

11.7 

Residence  in  1955  of 

Persons  Age  5  and  Over 

in  L96C 

oHSii  * 

... 

Persons  5  y^s.  +  in  I9o0 

2,495,3i3 

681,459 

Same  house  as  i960 

45.0* 

Diff .  nouse  in  U.  S. 

47.7 

53.3 

Central  City  SMS A* 

(31.4) 

(18.2) 

Other  Part  SMSA* 

(  3.5) 

(19.D 

Outside  this  SMSA* 

(12.3) 

(16.0) 

Abroad 

4.4 

3.0 

Moved  Res.  1955 

2.9 

2.2 

Not  Reported 

100.  o;. 

Source:     U.S.  Bureau  of  Census,  i960 

San  Francisco 
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SAN  FRANCISCO-OAKLAND 
Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area 


JIEDIAN  FAMILY  INOOM 
Over  10,000  regulation  in  Jr. 

3a*  Ci 

vs.  1949 

1959 



i- -  y 

1. 

Piedmont 

$12,825 

1. 

iiedmont 

$  7,140 

2, 

Millbrae 

9,^+6* 

2. 

Burling ame 

5.228 

3. 

San  Carlos 

9,195 

3. 

San  Carlos 

5.04. 

4, 

Belmont 

8,682* 

4. 

4,907 

5. 

Burling  ame 

8,297 

5. 

4.519 

6. 

Mill  Valley 

3,279* 

6. 

San  Bruno 

4,331 

7. 

San  Mateo 

8,236 

7. 

Menlo  Park 

4,330 

8. 

Menlo  Park 

8,191 

8. 

FL  Cerrito 

4,255 

9. 

El  Cerrito 

8,155 

9. 

San  Leandro 

4,230 

10. 

Daly  City 

3,000 

10. 

South  San  Francisco 

4.117 

11. 

San  Bruno 

7.963 

li. 

Berkeley 

4,08* 

12. 

Redwood  City 

7,7^9 

12. 

Daly  City 

4.074 

13. 

San  Rafael 

7.715 

13. 

Albany 

4t06l 

14. 

South  San  Francisco 

7,578 

14. 

Redwood  City 

4,044 

15. 

Pacifica 

7,424* 

15. 

oan  Francisco 

3.923 

16. 

San  Leandro 

7,330 

16. 

Alameda 

3,828 

17. 

Concord 

7,323* 

17. 

Oakland 

3,820 

18. 

Hayward 

7,204 

18. 

hayward 

3.6-9* 

19. 

Nov  at  o 

7,156* 

19. 

Vallejo 

3.632 

20. 

Fremont 

7,i4l* 

20. 

Richmond 

3.536 

21. 

Richmond 

6,851 

21. 

San  Pablo 

3,454 

22. 

Albany 

6,812 

23. 

San  Francisco 

6,717 

24. 

Vallejo 

6,606 

*Fight  cities  with  population 

25. 

Berkeley 

6,576 

26. 

Vacaville 

6,44i* 

less  than  1C,000  or 

unincorpo- 

27. 

Oakland 

6,303 

28. 

San  Pablo 

6,300 

rated  in  19*9 

29. 

Alameda 

6,188 

SMSii 

7,092 

SMSA 

3.9^5 

Constituent  Counties  Ranked  by  Mediaj    Lncoj 


1959 


1.  Marin  $  8,110 

2.  San  Mateo  8, 103 

3.  Contra  Costa  7,327 

4.  Alameda  6,766 

5.  San  Francisco  6,717 

6.  Solano  6,140 


1.  San  Mateo  *  4,467 

2.  Marin  4,286 

3.  San  Francisco  3,923 
44  Alameda  3.370 

5.  Contra  Costa  3,3rf 

6.  Solano  3»-~~ 


Source:     1950  Census  of  Population 
i960  Census  of  Population 
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